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1 TJJNS^ 


i: 
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PAPER NUMBER 




DATE MAILED: 


02/01/01 



ADVISORY ACTION 



H^THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE: 

a) is extended to run ^ fwo^^^^ 



. or continues to njn _ 



. from the date of the final rejection 



b) □ expires three months from the date of the final rejection or as of the mailing date of this Advisory Action, whichever is later. In no 
event however, will the statutory period for tfie response expire later than six months from the date of the final rejection. 

Any extension of time must be obtained by filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a), the proposed response and the appropriate fee. 
The date on which the response, the petition , and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and also the date »of *e 
purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. Any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 1 7 will be calculated from the date of the originally set shortened statutory period for response or as set forth in b) above. 



Q Appellant's Brief is due in accordance with 37 CFR 1.192(a) 
Q Applicant's response to the final rejection, filed 



. has been considered with the following effect, but it is not deemed 



to place the application in condition for allowance: 
□ The proposed amendments to the daim and /or specification will not be entered and the final rejection stands because: 

a. □ There is no convincing showing under 37 CFR 1.1 16(b) why the proposed amendment is necessary and was not eartier 

presented. 

b. □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search. (See Note). 

c. □ They raise the issue of new matter. (See Note). 

d. □ They are not deemed to place the application in better (omi for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal. 

e. □ They present additional claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 



NOTE: 



\ 



2. □ Newly proposed or amended daims would be allowed if submitted in a separately filed amendment cancelling 

the non-allowable claims. 

3. ^Upon the filing an appeal, the proposed amendment Q'will be entered □ will not be entered and the status of the daims will 

be as follows: 

Claims allowed: _ 



Claims objected to: — h-ep/^ — ^ _y- 

Claims rejected: [,^,^ ^j-n 4 flM / 



However; 7 Jei-T 

□ Applicant's response has overcome the following rejecfion(s): JLl » 



4. The jffidgyit. ovhihil nr request for reconsideration has been considered but does not overcome the rejection because . 



5 □ The affidavit or exhibit will not be considered because applicant has not shown good and sufficent reasons why it was not earlier 
presented. 

□ The proposed drawing con-ection □ has □ has not been approved by the examiner. 

□ Other 
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Art Unit: 1102 

Against the prior art rejection, applicant argues the fact that he starts with a smaller 
particle size (0.3 micron) for the boundary layer than that (0.5 micron) of the neighboring layer 
and derives a final sintered product of the boundry layer with a larger particle size (3-4 microns) 
than that (2-3 microns) of the neighboring layer is an indication of the unpredictability of the final 
particle size. 

This argument is not persuasive. Applicant is claiming a sensor as a final product, not a 
method of making the sensor. What particle size is used initially is irrelevant. From Suzuki, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would conclude that if a final product were to be more porous than 
another final product, the former final product would have larger grain size than the latter final 
product. That is all applicant's claim language calls for. 

The prior art rejection is maintained. 

The exminer can be reached at 703-308-3329. His supervisor Jill Warden can be reached 
at 703-308-4037. Any general inquiry should be directed to the receptionist at 703-308-0661 . A 
fax number for TC 1700 is 703-872-9310. 
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Ta Tung 



Primary Examiner 



Art Unit 1743 



